Note aft€r finishing reading page proofs of NEVSK AGAIN! (they eliminated my italics is 

the title) yesterday, written a.m. 2/27/95. 

Although I have a written agreement that the restorations I Wanted after reading the 

editing hy Br/ce Adler, an outside editor they hired, letter in files, mid-199|5, it was 

only when I got the copy-editor' s copy with a f e^ inconsequential questions that 1 saw 

for the first time that they had re-edited the hook and cut heavily. I did not have 

the time to read those 792 pages and with them X got the word that they had already gone 

to the printer. As X believe X noted earlier, the indications are that the retyping was 

done before I wrote thr Epilogue because it and the Afterword were not retyped and because 

as the book was put together they follow the bibliography and Bibliographic Essay. Jao for 

a long time they could have sent me the retyped copy for me to go ober. X n stead they & 
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kept it ♦'secret and with that kept secret their not keeping their word. That hurt the 

book in many ways and if they pick yp the minimum corrections I not it will cost them 

much money, if Lhey do not, the book will look awful, as Case Open did, where their 

W T~ 

behavior was as bad and they made no corrections, Jprest . of all was the so-called copy 
editing. If they do as they should, the will have to correct "X ray*’ 400 or more times! 
a The copy editor insisted on that, the one dasf spelling not in my unabridged. She did 
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this inside direct quotes, =&£- even official transcripts. Sometimes she did not do it and 

there are paragraphs in which it is boi^ correct and incorrect. More true of pag"hs!When 

the correct form is x-ray of X— ray, why this had to be done is a mystery. Also stupid! 

She took other such stupid liberties with direct transcript quotations. There she 

marked the names of those who asked and answered the questions for boldpfadedPJtype 

and even more c^nredible , had quotation marks before each name and separately quotation 

marks oefore and after whav the questioned(?Snd ^iasss^eplied! And then was inconsistent 

is the placement of single andjlouble quotation marks! When that required being left 

alone, as all direct quotations must be. The need for any quotation marks wwes elim- 

e limina te by indentation in all cases. Except where in the copy editing she mixed up 

what I quoted verbatim from Post Mortem with wh$fc I wrote for NEVER AGAIN! 

She insisted on changing commas to colons in the text an in most instances replaced 
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the periods after the names in transcriot quotations with colons.And the wroniul and 
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unnecessary commas added! They even changed the meanings! Italics were eliminated where 
I had them. There were several places^XKK where much of a page was in implies not marked 
and wrong, but they may have been typesetters mistakes. As I read a few me mos I wrote 
-i- may think of more oi this. But 1 did not check against the draft except where I had to 
for other reasons. There was no time if I'd wanted to. But in the cheeking 1 did have to 
make so X could make corrections I did not/some of what had been elimina^teiii. I began 
to make copies but did not have time to continue that, copies of what X wrote that was 
eliminated as "editing" when it wa£ content that was cut. This seems to have been in 
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favor cu Specter in particular* She also eliminated my references to the HSCA as 

the House assassins until the very end. In this elimination and in others she 

made loistakes, sometimes evolving gibberish, sometimes incomplete sentences and thoughts. 

I know the copy editor is a woman because she was referred to that way by Kaphaela 
Seroy when she phoned me* I have the copy-edited manuscript in a labeled box* And I 
know that was done at the very latest before the C & G catalogue was written because 
computations on the first page are reflected in the number of pages in the book in 

the catalogue. That is where they computed thos^'^es^e'catalogue was printed quite 
some time ago* 

What I wrote and have ^typed was faiisfy consistent in style. There were a few 
instances, as ^ noted in the little checking I did, where quotations were not indented 
bp*t they required only an indication of the indentation for the typesetter, no work 
at all. 1 do not recall how J- typed that far back but I do know that with Case Open 
I was careful to mark these indentations and have done that ever since than , if not earlier. 

What follows is a few notes I mdelijae separately. There are many more on the 
proofs. I sent only the proof pages with corrections on them. I have the full set 
and will place that with the copy-edited ms, box* 

I did on occasion note that where repetition was eliminated it was where the 
repetition was intended and needed for reader comprehension. ^Tis is not to say that 
unneeded duplications should not have been eliminated. x t should have been. But that I 
am confident was already done by Adler. My copy of that editing may be in the basement. 

I do not see it anywhere else. But Id.1 did copy if before I returned it. There is 
m space for it in my office and that was before * obtained boxes in which I could 
keep such copies on shelves in -^il’s office* 

I may think of more of this as I read the notes I typed as I read the first batch 
of proofs sent me. / XMaa MMili 

Unless I noted otherwise this is what I sent with the corrected proofs?^ 

I belxeve X sent copies of earlier notes I made. If not the^fil be out of sequence 

here. 

I do not recall the specific reason for my making chopfces of page 6 of * Dirty 
lonen but suppose it was because of what was eliminated or edited out or incorrectly. 

I started a memo that is largely duplicative that include , on 2.21. t OtJ / ?J 

I salt lew York no typed memos relating to the second batch of proofs. 

That is because I made those notes on the proofs. This was getting to be too much 

to put up with qnd i wanted very jguch to get rid of it and the proofs returned. How 
rapidly I did that is reflected by the fact that witfe the second half I returned some p 
earlier and sent the last part five days after the date of their mailing to me. 



I got more and more disgusted the more of this I faced and the more I tkought of 
how dishond^ly Gallen treated me. I was more disgust^ when I came to believe that as 
with °ase Open they will not correct their errors, those they inserted for no reason at 
all and in most instances should not have touched at all. Like "X ray" ! ! TbeJz will be 

Mostly and will take time and they now intend to rush this, af ^~pr stonewalling it and 
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me for two years! I doubt there are more than a half-dzen corrections I ma de that can 
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he attributed to what I sent them because when I was able to check that is what I 
checked against. It was not physically possible for me to use the copy-edited version. 

On/ the senefSless changes in direct quotations, in most instances I used zeroxes 
of what I quoted And I’m sure that Daves, who did the retyping, made no changes in them. 

Even -st& the copy editor’s request for page citations to the JAMA quotations all 
identified by the date of the magazines, she eliminated a number of sources 1 had in the 
test and failed to ask for those not in the text that should have been. For some 
reason beyond comprehension but reflecting Ignorance of the subject matter, she gave as 
the sousee of Manchester's book the British reprint of it! 

Because I did not check the proofs against the original copy and did not have the 
corrected adler editing at hand- and would not have had time to use it if I had for the 
most-part I have to depend on memory, for what qas cut that should not have been. I can 
remember;^ incorrectly, so x do not go into that. Butjl wondered last night she had 
eliminate^ ^illens entirely in the first chapter where I discuss the delay in his, the 
DJ file copy of the ^atzenbach memo, being sent to files. And his Commission ±ole. 
Regardless of the nature of the copy editor’s mistakes I made not a single change 
that required adding a page and only one of the corrections, restorations of what had 
been cut, required shifting type from one page to another, ‘this wag not easy when she 
dropped a line, or the retype^? did and she did not catch. It was even less easy in trying 
to correct some of fhe factual errors she inserted in her changes that for the most part 
should not have beesM made anyway. 

I got the impression that Gallen chose for this unnecessary changing in what I 

wrote in the pretense of copy editing, what was relly mostly cutting text cut, some- 
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one with little or no experience and no knowledge of or real interest in the subject matter 
And why at the time of the copy editing, unless that was done long ago, I was not asked 
any questions that should have beenssk, Is not easily explained. u nless the copy editing 
also was done long ago and that also was kept secret from me. But from what Raphaela said 
then she phoned, the impression X got is that the copy editing had only jhen been done. 

% greatest concern at the moment is not what was eliminated that should not have 
been but the appearance of the book with all those stupid errors in it that would, with 

serious-minded people and with reviewers, undermine it. Gf the few things I raised with 
'"‘alien I’ve had no response. 



